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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6-18-08 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ricciardi et al.(4,741,951) in view of Niederoest et al.(6,372,812), 
Deeks(5,951,802), Westfall et al.(4,883,825). Bailey, Jr. et al.(4,686,240), and 
Thompson et a I. (2004/02 16949). 

Ricciardi et al. discloses preparations of vehicle trim components wherein foam- 
forming mixtures prepared from polyols as claimed and isocyanates and combinations 
as claimed in amounts as required by applicants' claims, water as the blowing agent, 
fire retardant, catalysts, surfactants, stabilizers and other additives/assistants are mixed 
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and foamed and adhered to barrier layers with adhesives followed by shaping to 
degrees as claimed and the realization of shaped laminate articles (see column 1 line 
24 - column 6 line 14, and the examples, as well as, the entire document). 

Ricciardi et al. differs from claims 1-8 in that low pressure foaming conditions are 
not particularly employed. However, Niederoest et al. discloses preparation of 
polyurethane foams through use of reduced pressures as claimed for the purpose of 
obtaining articles with good support properties and lower densities (see column 2 lines 
45-60, as well as, the entire document). Accordingly, it would have been obvious for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to have employed the reduced pressure foaming 
operations disclosed by Niederoest et al. in the preparations of Ricciardi et al. for the 
purpose of obtaining products of good properties with lower densities in order to arrive 
at the processes of applicants' claims with the expectation of success in the absence of 
a showing of new or unexpected results. 

Applicants' claims 1-8 further differ from Ricciardi et al. in that formation of holes 
in the formed articles is not particularly required. However, Deeks (see column 5 lines 
9-12, as well as, the entire document) discloses formation of apertures in shaped 
vehicle trim articles to be a well known finishing operation for purposes of obtaining 
functional finished products. Accordingly, it would have been obvious for one having 
ordinary skill in the art to have employed the aperture forming punching operations of 
Deeks to the shaped articles of Ricciardi et al. for the purpose of providing functional 
finished articles in order to arrive at the processes of applicants' claims with the 
expectation of success in the absence of a showing of new or unexpected results. 
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As to the product claim 14, tliough densities meeting tliose of applicants' claims 
are not particularly required by Ricciardi et al., Niederoest et al. indicates its reduced 
pressure operations to be useful (see column 2 lines 45-60, as well as, the entire 
document) for the purpose of obtaining articles with good support properties and lower 
densities. Accordingly, it would have been obvious for one having ordinary skill in the 
art to have prepared the articles of Ricciardi et al. through the lower pressure operations 
disclosed by Niederoest et al. for the purpose of obtaining useful articles of reduced 
density in order to arrive at the product of applicants' claims with the expectation of 
success in the absence of a showing of new or unexpected results. Additionally, it has 
long been held that where the general conditions of the claims are disclosed in the prior 
art, discovering the optimal or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In 
reAller, 105 USPQ 233; In re Reese 129 USPQ 402 . Further, a prima facie case of 
obviousness has been held to exist where the proportions of a reference are close 
enough to those of the claims to lead to an expectation of the same properties. 
Titanium Metals v Banner 227 USPQ 773. (see also MPEP 2144.05 I) Similarly, it has 
been held that discovering the optimum value of a result effective variable involves only 
routine skill in the art. In re Boescli, 617 F.2d 272,205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Claim 2 and 14 differ from Ricciardi et al. in that Ricciardi et al. does not 
particularly exemplify hardness properties for its articles. However, Westfall et al. 
discloses formulation and operational controls in forming water based flexible foam high 
resilient article preparations having hardness properties of applicants' claims to be well 
known (see column 1 and examples, including Table X, as well as, the entire document) 
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for the purpose of obtaining articles having good cushioning and resilience. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious for one having ordinary skill in the art to have 
employed the formulational compositions provided for by Westfall et al. in the 
preparations of Ricciardi et al. for the purpose of imparting the cushioning and resilience 
effects afforded by these compositions in order to arrive at the products and processes 
of applicants' claims with the expectation of success in the absence of a showing of new 
or unexpected results. 

Furthermore, in addition to the above reasons and/or if obviousness of the 
ranges of density and hardness values of applicants' claims values based on the above 
positions is not evident, it is held that Bailey, Jr. et al. (see column 1 1 lines 47-63, as 
well as, the entire document) discloses control of the quantity of water as a blowing 
agent in flexible foam forming operations to be well known for its impact density and 
hardness values desired. Accordingly, it would have been obvious for one having 
ordinary skill in the art to have controlled the employment of water as a blowing agent 
as provided for by Bailey, Jr. et al. in the preparations of Ricciardi et al. for the purpose 
of controlling density and hardness values in products obtained in order to arrive at the 
products and processes of applicants' claims with the expectation of success in the 
absence of a showing of new or unexpected results. It has long been held that where 
the general conditions of the claims are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the 
optimal or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Alter, 105 USPQ 
233; In re Reese 129 USPQ 402 . Similarly, it has been held that discovering the 
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optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. In re 
Boesch, 617 F.2d 272,205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Applicants' claims differ from Ricciardi at al.'s disclosure in that Ricciardi at al. 
does not exemplify or specify the plastics which may be used as the reinforcing, 
backing, or decorative layers of their invention. However, Thompson et 
al. (2004/021 6949) (paragraph [0018], as well as, the entire document) discloses the 
plastic materials of applicants' claims to be well known support substrate materials used 
in the preparation of foam laminate articles for the purpose of imparting their structural 
support effects. Accordingly, it would have baan obvious for one having ordinary skill in 
the art to have employed the plastics of Thompson at al. as the plastic reinforcing, 
backing, or decorative layers used in Ricciardi et al. for the purpose of imparting their 
structurally reinforcing effect in order to arrive at the products and processes of 
applicants' claims with the expectation of success in the absence of a showing of new 
or unexpected results. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to John 
Cooney whose telephone number is 571 -272-1070. The examiner can norrnaiiy be reached on M-F from 9 to 6. 

if attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are i:nsuccessnil, the examiner's supervisor, James Seidieck, can be 
reached on 571-272-1078. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
h ttp : //pai r-d i rect . us pto . g o V . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/John Cooney/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1796 
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